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“"Buteit may be asked;

w Weceivibg™ petitions” admitss
..scope’ fur disenssion “why no
‘peytion, and discuss it'at some sub
.stage 1 - Why not reefive; in ardor.to re-.

“tho Bonator

Jject its prayer, us pm[msml byt

irom Peunsylvania, (Mr l!hchaual‘:f nstead.
f ting the. petition itscll on th ([uos-’
“tion of receiving, ns.we propose ! © Whatis

the differeuce between the two'?
~ Ldo mot intend, at this stage, to compare.
“or.rather ip coutrast, ;tho two courses; for'

‘thoy admit of no comparisou. My ohjoct,
Latpresent is, to establish, beyond the possi-

to regeive thesos ions; and when th:|lt is,
“ncéomplished, ¥ will then show the disas-
‘trousnscquences which must follow the
ion of the petition, bethe after dispo-

it what it may." B the meantime, it is
‘mc 1t e mgark, thatitis only on the
- qugst “receiviug that opposition cim

to the petitionitself.  Onall others
pon s Yo its priyer. On. the,
n, of the question of rct.-c_wiqg.
¢ ilmportant question of F-[.ll.-i'isdlc-
ceiva is to tuke jurisdiction—
plied plutlE'(c to investigate and

) %nﬂfs,, angd become res-
ipousitfs foifts keeping; and who
votes for re g of this petition on the

gronnd” on whith its rceeption is place

stigm of abolishing slave-

implicd pledze to take the Nillij_ under
wonsileration, and orders the peti 10 he

lncad amongg the public reconds tor sale
];evpil i5-

But ta praceed, in reply 1o the ohjections
of our opponeits. It is neat urged that
precedents e against the sude we suppe
I meet this objeciion with a divect denial.
Trom the beginning of the Government to
the commencement ol this Seskion, there
is not o single precedent that justfies the
receiving of these petitions, on the ground
on which their veception is arged. The
real state of the ecase iz, that we are not
fullowinz, but makicg precedentts. For
the first time has the privciple been assum-
ed, that we have vo  diserction, but muast
take jurisdiction over them, however ab-
surd, frivolons, misehievous, or forcign fram
the purpose for which the Government wis
created.  Receive these petitions, aned vou
will eveate a precedent which will hervealier
establish this monstrons principle. As yet
there are none.  The case relied on by the
Hewntor from Tennessee (Me. Grandy) is
in no respeet analogons.  No question in
that ease, wasmzude onthe reception of the
petition.  'The petition slipped in withont
taking a vote, ns s daily dene, where the
attention of the Senate is not particularly
called o the subject. The question on
which the disenssion 100k place was on the
reference, and not on the reception, s in
this ease ; hut what is deecisive against the
precedent, and which | rewret the Senn-
tor (Me. Grundy) dild not state, so that it
might accompany bis ronsaik=, is the e
that the petition wasunot for abolishing sla-
very.  The subject was the African <lave-
trade ; and the petition simply proyed that
Congiess would fagaive whether they might
not adopt some measure of interdiction,
prive to 12303, when by the Constitution,
They woudd be anthorined 10 FOPPIess thmy
wade. T ssk the Seerctiny to read i
v of the petition
But we find it indispensahly incunihent
on us, a5 a religious hody, assuvedly believ-
ing that both the trne teinporal interesis of
nations, and cternal well-being of individ-
uals, depend on doing justly, loving merey
sl walking humbly before God, the eres
tor, preserver, mud benefactor of men, thus
to attempt to exeile your attention to the
aflecting subjeet, [slave trade:] earnestly
desiviger that the infinite Father of spirits
may 5o enrich our minds with his love and
truth, and so influence vour understanding
by that pure wisdom whichisfull of nmerey
and good fruits, as that a sincere and an
impartial inquiry may take place, whether
it be not_an essentizl pavt of the duty of
your exalied station to exert upright endei-
vairs, to the full extent of your power, to
remove every obstruction to publie right-
cou-nes<, which the influence or artifice of
prartientar persons, governed by the narrow,
mistaken views of self-interest ocei-
eioned; and whether, notwithst rsueh
seeming impediments, iche not really within
your power to excreise jusiice and merey,
which, ift adhered to, we cannot doubt ah-
olition must produce the abolition of the
slave-trade.” .

Now, I ask the Senator where is the nnal-
ogy between this and the present petition,
the reception of which he so strennonsly
res 1 Hle isalawyer of long experienee
ul of distingnished reputation ; and 1 pa
the Guestion to hiny, on wiirst possible prin-
eiple ean a case so pefectly dissinmitar, Jus-
tily the vete he intends to give on the pres-
ent ocexsion ! On what possible groundd
can the vere of M Madison o refer that
petition, on which he has so mueh relied,
Justily iy in receiving this ! Daoes Lo not
perecive.in his own cxample, the danzer of
torming precedents b I he may call to his
aied the autherity of e, Madison, inon ense |
so dissimilir, to justity tho reeeption of this ;
petition, and  thereby exdend the jurisdie-.
tion of Conzressoverthe question of ¢mnnn-
cipation, to what pnrposce hercafter may
not the example of his course on the pres-
et oceazion be perverted ?

It is not my desizn to eensure Me. Madi-
son's course, but I eannot refrain lrom ex-
pressing my regree that his name is not
fownd associated, on that oecasion, with
the sagacious and firm representatives from
the South—Smith, Tneker, and Barvher, of
Houth Carolina, James Jackson of Genegeis
mul many otirers, who at that early period,
foresnw the danger and met ity as it onphie
ever to be met, by ‘those who regard the
peace amd seeurity of the slave-holdinge
States. Had he added the weight of his
taleats amd authority to theirs, a more
healthy tone of sentiment than that which

Ak

have been the consequence.
Another ease has been cited, to justify
the vote for reception. I refer to the peti-

tion from the Quakers, in 1203, which the | only are petitions rejeeted, bat resolutions
Senator from Penusylvania (Mr. Buchanan) | ave passed refising to receive entire elasses
relies on to sustnin him in veeeiving the af petitions, and that teo, on the subjeet of
present-petition.  What I have saidl in re- | imposing
ply to the preeedent eited by the Senator | in relat
fram Tenunessee, applies equally 1o this,— |1 |
Like that the petition prayed legistisiion, | within a few years alter the deelaration of |

ot an abolition of slavery, but the Alvican | r
.!luvc-lrulc. over which subjeet (_'u||;_g.-|;:;gfilru we to think of the assertions of the

1 thon i a few, years would have full Juris-

Io 4| diction by the Co) il
¢ this | have their wttéution called toit in udvance.
squent | But though "their qbln;ula were the smue,
the maunci in which ¢ cre | aithe pri
“mot was very dissimilar, !.uuterld o_f l:umg! Qetitions:?
permitied tosbe received silently, like the|
former, this petition w et .
(old, * Thequestion of recciving was made,
‘ns on the presont ocension; and its rejeciion
sustaived by a strongSouthern vote asthe
journals Wil show. The Secretary will
rend the journal @ :

ility of.a doubt, that we are not bound |‘Thomas Morr@¥ clerk, on behalf of the

_ple called Quakoers, in Pennsylvania, New

come forwand to plead the ciuse of their
“oppressed and degraded fellowymen of the

firmative—yeas 19, nays 9. /

rer, andao give the petition {'gress g so short a tini@ woulid im‘\'c full

ss ighound. 1o take jusis-

tion for any sum of money relating 1o publie
service, botwhat is recotnnendod from the
¢
is declared to be a standing order of the
House.

That the House will not proce
petition, motien, or bill for granting any
money, or for releasing or componndini
any money owing to the Crow i, but ina
i

deciaped to be n stiunding onder.  See, also,

deelared to be a standing order.  See the
20 of Marveh 1735
1752, the proceedings upon petitions of this
sort.

being offered against a bill depending for
secnring the teade of the sugar colonies,
wits refused to he bronght up. A motion
wits then made thata com
eil to search precedents in eelation to the re-
now unfortunately exists, would this day | ¢
| bmposing of dutics; and the question heing
put, it passed in the nevative,”

‘iz hir onght to be held most sacred, and this

-

onstitution, aud might well
1 the petiticus were

s et at the thresh-

“ Me. Lognngresented a petition sizned
meeting of the representatives of tho peo-

ersey, &e. stating that the pefitiongrs,
from a sense of relizious duty, had again

Africanrace.  On the questiony * Shall this-
etition be received ' it passed on the dl-

Among those to reecive the petition; there
were but 4 from the slave-holding States,
and thig on @& single petition prayipg for
legislation on a subject, over which{ Con-

authority,, What in exidmple 1o us
rose t_m:;cg;sion! F-:ni‘ iy ma

}wm la vote, if the Sogthorn 8

dmbogpnsion hed heen
wign—that, hac
ahirs, 16 meet that clitions
which is now ponred ¢ fress, Dot
from” ible Quaker&ibut fovocians in-
cendinries, not to suppress the  Afilean
slave-trade, but o abolish stavery, they
would, with united voiee, have rejeeted the
petition  with seorn and  indignation '—
Can any one who knew him doubt that
one of the Henators from the South, (1the
gallant Sumter) who on that aceasion voied
for receiving the petition, would have been
amengs the first 1o vindieate the interests
of those whom he represeuted, had the
auestion a1 that day been what it is on the
present oeeasion ! We are next told thar,
insteard of looking 1o the Constitntion, in
ordder 10 aceertain what nre limits to the
vight of petition, we must push that instru-
went aside,and go baek to the Magona Clarta
anel the declasiation ef rights for its migin
and limitation.  We live in strange times.
[t seems there are Christians wow moere
orthadox than the Bible, and politici
whose standaed is higher than the Consti-
tution @ but T obieet net to teacing the rig bt
to these ancient and  venerated sourees @ |
hoeld in high estimation the instiojons of
onr wneestovs. They grew nip mrsduaily
thronzh many Fenersiions, by the inces
amd ontiving eflorts of aa intelieen
brave People steaggling fov eenturie oy
the power of the Crown, Vo them we
indebred for nearly all that has Leen grined
for liherty in moedérn times, exeepting what
we have addod. But may I now ask how
it hashappened that one opponents, in going
haek to these saered instrnments, have not
thouglit praper to cite their provisionus, or 1o
shéw in what manner our relusal 1o reeeive
petitions ean violnte the right of petition
as seenred by them DT feel under no ohli-
gation to supply the omission—ta cite v hat
they have onmittted 1o cite, or to prove from
the instruments themselves, that 1o he no
violation of them o hich they have not pros -
Lo e a vielation. 1t is unneeessng v,
he pricvice of Parli: nt is sufficient for
my purpese, Iy wlusively ihar it

mthe

1=

L, g
Senator” from
whopronounced in his plpeein thé bold
aud moest ungualified wmanner, that there
was no deliberate body which didovot . act
e thist it wasbound to veccive
Lhat a'member ef his lung ex-
pecienteand cantion should venture to make
an assertion so unfounded, is ong.among the
nipay proofs of thie.carelessnoss, both as to
facts and - arguments, with which, this i-
‘portant sulijeet has been examined and dis-
cussed-on thit side.: 2
But it is not necossary to cross the Atlan-
r0 hack to remote periods to find
precedents for the rejection of petitions.—
Lhis bedy, ou a memoralile geension, n
Fation, a short time sine
rejeeted a petition ; and anong those w
voted for the rejection will be foud the
tmes (of course 1 exclude my own) of
pericuced men of the
I refer to a case of resolutious in
the nature of aremonstrance, from the eiti-
zens of York, Pennsylvania, approving the
et of the President in remov
ask the Seerctary to rea
uals an the ocension :
“The Viee President .conm
and aseries of resolutions a opi-
e at i meeting of the ditizens of ¥ork
county, Pennsylvanin
the Fixeeative in removing the pulic
from “the Bank of the United Elates
the renewanl of theih
which having been resd,
deeted 1o the recepticn.
the question, shall they be reeeived ;
determined in the negaiive—ryegs 240,

after full del

e wost able and ex

ing the depos-

approving the get of

of My, Preston, the veas
 desticd by aue-Aithof ihe
Scuators present, those who voted in the
allirmative, e,

s Messre Benton

v, Hendriels, HilY,

1
il nays being

Kol Al

st who voted in b !
¢ Musars, Bibb, Dadck, Calli, (
relinehuvse
by, Moore, Nandain, Poindexur, Porser
5, Niishey, S,
Swili, ' 'mllIinTn,\\'

Southard, S

r e <0 i1 15 not
call in qeestion the consistepey o
Leronalis flosr: it wonld e
Fdoub nor the vore thag «iy
was siven with o Ml conviedon d its co; -
reetie==, g% it will doulanles< be o tia LRl

which I conted,
i su=ttined by

veedents, here unl oolae-

ollowing, as I have, those mpesed 1o
Lt Maonn Charr
of Riches, o the oris
the right to petition, T neo dispecd, with
thiemy, to =t aszide the Con=titution
to the position they assmne, thatthe righn
ol petition existed  hefore the Costitution,
atd that it is not derived Gem i L while
I look bevond that instromient foeihe rishr,
I hold the Constition, on
s extent md s, o he () ]
Yol el of e

Canatitation, which provides e Conaress
=hall pass oo law 10 provem i
t==emblivg and pesnie

A redress o grievances, waos elegry T atend-
et preserit e the Himits within w

amd thiclimits off

is no vielation of che righe, as secwresl by
those instruments, 10 retuse to re o ped
tions, Fo establish what this practice is,
I ask the Scercinry to vead from 1asel,
a work of the highest authority, the several
paragraphs whichare marked with a peneil,
commencing at page 700, ender the head of
Petitions on Matter of supply.

“On the 9th of April, 160, a petition
was tendered to the House, celating to the
hill for granting 1o their Majesties severs|
duties upon the tonage of ships ;3 ol the
question heing put, that the petition e re
ceived, it passed in the negative.

“On the 28th of April, 1693, 4 petition
was offered 1o the Howse against the nll
for laying a duty upon inland pit coal; and
the question being put, that the petition be
received, it passed in the negasive.  See,
also, the 20th and 30th of June, 1692, jeti-
tions relating to the duties upon Scorch hn-
enscmd upon whale fins imported—Vid.
20th April, 1693,

* On the 5th of January 1703, a petition
of the malsters of Nottingham being offer-
ed against the hill for continving the duties
on malt, and the question heing put, that
tire petition be brought up, it passed in the

= On the 215t of Decenber, 1506, Resol-
cedy That this House will veecive no peti

own.  Upouthe Hh of June, 17133, this

* On the 25th of March, 1807, Resolve i,
el on any

mittee of the whole House : and this is

i Nov. 1710,

vight sy Lo csorcisede B i nnt pretended
to reeeive petitions, jonches,
in the slishie-t deeree, on these linni.
~uppuse that the framers of the Constittion
—no, not the framers, bt those jealons pa-
triots who were not satisfied with tl in-
strument as il caine frem the hamls of e
mers, annl who proposod thic oy po-
vision, 1o siasd wl i
crad risht, prerfives
Iv sis g o o
totho arent anj

eesoptinl oo, oo
coo e ey of those
wionts ten s sand ver ihis i«
what the Senator from Teonesser (Mr.
GCirundy ) has ventired 10 a-sor,
tha no provi-ion was added o
nool’ petitions, b
sation to reeeive was eonsiderod se elear tha
it was deemed unneeessary s when lu pualy
to have known thar, acenrding o the staml-
ing practice at that tiime, Pacliament was in
the eomstant habin, as has been shown, of
petitions—a prrisetice

the amendment : and from whichit may be
frirly inferred that, in ominting t
that the petitions shoulil be reeeiy
not intenced o comprehemd their reception
in the right of' petition,

have now, T trust, established. hevond
atl eontroversy, that we are not bl fo re-
ceive these petitions, amd that i we shionld
oot in the slichies

rejeci et we won

now tne to look 1o the riehis of 1his by,
and to see whether, i we shonbll recvive,

that the only ren-

=on for receivine i=, 1
so, we wonld nor estabil
waoull treneh decply on 1l
Lhave alrewdy =hoy
thie action of the Seaate coruncnees, there
also its right 1o determinre Low amd when it
shall act, also commences,

v il swhere

tOm thee Lol Al 1715, !;‘.-sah'u.’.|

Whit the Houwe will receive no petition
for compounding debts 1o the Crown,
upen any brauch of the Revenue, withow
a certificate from the proper oflicer, au-
I'Il'“.‘i'. =
have heen made forthe recovery thereof,ad
what the petitioner and his sceurily are able
10 pay.

ting the debr, what proseentions

“On the 25th of March, 1715, this is

uul the 2th of

aary,

*On the Sth of March, 1732, a petition

iittee he appoint-

vingg or not receiving petitions against the

Nothing ean be more conelusive. Naot

axes : asnhject above all otlrs,
vio which we would suppose the

ights.  With these faers belore ns, what

shown that the action o th Sogpmmes
sarily beginson the presentation of ;e
wtition is then befre the T
that the Senare cannot proceed toother b
ness withont aking some s position of
and that, by the 20th rule, the first action
after presenration iz on a question 1o rece
the petition.  To extend the rialy of Jreti-
tion to the question on receiving
pungze this rule—to abolish this unguestion-
able constitational right of the Senare
that for the benefit, in this case, of 1)
vowonld be ar the Joss
pressed mysoelf
ight of petition he
extent contended for 3 deeide that we ure
Lowmd, under the Constitution toreceive thy
v petitions, and the very maotion
welore the Senate would be ont of drider,
the Constitntion minkes it our duty (o reeed
we would have no diseretion ¢
as the motion pre-supposcs,
st be in accond with he (on-
Thos, in the ense of reeciver)
bilfs, which, by the Constitition, ming 1=
ainate in the ather Honse, it wonh| be ont
ol order 1w introduce them heye, ad i has
iy Lheen <o decided,
song it we are bound 1o reesive
present motion wonld be ont of rder :
il su b be your opinion, i is yonr o

of this body. 1 have not ex

gquesiion of reception. Lot us now furn
our éyes fur amoment to the natnre of the
right, which fli-er. we are about wabandon,
with the view to'hscertain what must be the
consequence if we surrender it. *1g

OF the riglts belonging o a deliberare
body, T know of pone more universal, or
pensable to a proper performance
of s Tunctivns, than the Hiht to determite
ut its dliseretion what it Eﬁlﬁl receive, over
what it shall”extend its Jurisdiction, aud to
‘what it shall direer iis deliberation aud ae-
tion. It is the first anid universal law ol all-
such bodies, and extewds notonly to petitions,
but to reports, to bills, and resolvtions, vari-
cdonly inthe two Iatter i the forin ef the

-

fuestion. It may be compared tothe fune=

tion in the animal ceenomy, with which all
living creatures are cemlowed, of seleeiing
throuah the instine of' aste, what 10 reccive
or 1o rejeet, on which the presorvation of'
their existence depends. Deprive them of
thi= function, md the poizonous, as well as
the wholsome, would be inditferently receiv-
ol into their svstem. Fo with delibierate
bodies s deprise them of the essential and’
primary riglis o determine ot their pleasure
what to ree
Lecome the passive receptacle, inditti-rently,
of al that is frivolous, absourd, uneonstitu-
tional, immoral, and impions, as well as
what may property demaned their delibera-
tion aned action.  FEsiablish this menstrous,
this impions principle, (as it would prove
to bhe in practice,) amwd what must be the
consequence 1 To o whar wonlid we eomnnit
onrselves 10 o petition shondil be present -
ed praving the ablition of the Constisution,
i howe are all bound by our onth 1o jiro-
to thi= alyninable Jocirine,
ived,  Soy il i was prayed,
the abolition of the Decalogue, or of the
Bible it=elts 1 oo Govthers 1T the abotition

Atheises and shonld ask the possase of'
faw denving the existenee of 1the Almishi;
Beine above vus, the Creatar of all, sceord-
ine to thi= Mlasplemons doetrine, we shouhl
be bennd 1o receive the petition, 10 take ju-
risdiction of i, T ask the Senmors from
Tennessee aml Pennsylvania (Mr. Grindy
and Mre. Buchanan) wonld they vote 1o re
ceive sucha petition ! Lwait notan answer,
They would instantly rejeet it with loath-
e \What then beco I the snlimited,
matiled, amd universal oblienion 1 ye-
ceive petitions, which they o <renousiy
minintained, and wowhiclh they are prepared
to cneritiee the constituttonal rights of 1his
I\.'rr!_' 1 i

I <hall now descend from these hyvpatlie-
tieal eases to the partieular question belore
the Senate. NWhat then must be the eon-
seguerpees ol |'(-r"']\i||_f_[ this pretitiioms, on the
prineiphe thar we are Bowml to receive i oml
all simiilar petitions whenever presented 2
I have continned this question calmly in all
it hearings, and do ot hesiizne 1o psemonnee
thist o receive, woulld be torthe abolitionists,
all that the most saneoioe conbd for the pres-
ent hope, and 1 abandon all the outworks
upon which we of the South rely lorour de-
fenee acainst their attachs< here.

No ene ean belicve tha e fane :, whio
have fleoded this aned the aother Fioose with
their pagitions, entertain the stichtess hoyoe
that Conuicos wonld pass a b ol this lime
o abolish slavery in this Disirier. Tontarn-
ated as they nrey they s see that prhitie
opinion at the Morth 13 not yet prepored for
<o decisive g step, and serionsly o -
tenptatanw wonkd be (tal e their ertse.,
AWl then do they hope T W hat bue tha
o should t1ake jurisdiction of the
subject of abolishing sluvery—shonld tlirow
apen to the abolitionists the halls of legisln-
tion, and cnabile them 1o establi=h a IR
nent position within their walte, from whieh
herenlter to earry an theireper
the institntiens of the <lave-holidine States.
Iowee reevive ihis< pretitiony, a1l e s advon-
tazes will feorealized to them 1o e falls
extent Pereane o juedsdiction wonlil ne
as=thietd o oor e et of ~|'i\|'.’_\. Tl
ontv in this Districr hut in the States them-
selves. wheoever the  abolitionias miaht
choose to ash Congress by semding their pe-
titiens heres for the abaiition of slavery in
the States. We would be bound 1o receive
such petitions, and hy receiving, would be
fuairly pleducd 1o deliberate and deeide on
them. Havine suceeedad in this poing, a
most favorable position would he™ eained.
I'he centre ol operations would be transtir-
red from Nassan Lall wihe Halls of Con-
sress.  Toohis common eentre, the ineen-
diairy publicationsof” the abolitionists woulid
flow, in the form of petitions, 1o be reevived
il presecved mmong the publie records,.—
Here the subjeer of abolition ywonld he ; oi-
tated session after session, and from henee
the assauli= on the property anil institutions
of the people of the slave-holding  States
woull bedisseminated,inthe guise of speech-
ex, over the whole Union.

Such wonlil be the advantases viclded 1o
the abolitionists.  In proportion 1o the

waoulld e onr loss. Whar would be y
1o themy, would he taken from us. Ouariroe
position, that which is indisperable o our
detinee herey is than Conaress has no leviti-
niate jurisdiction over the subjectol = lavery,
cither here or elzewhore. I'he reception
ol this perition suareeenders this conmandin
position 3 vichls the question of jurisdiction,
=0 itmportant o the canse of alolition, and
soinjirions o ns s eenpels us o siin siler
to witiness the aesinthis on one charneter ol
institutions, or o eongiee i an idle contest
in their defenee. Such e contest is beyond
mortal enduranee.  We mnst in the end be
bumbled, degraded, broken dow o, mmd worn
out.

The Senntors from the  <lave-holding
Stnes, who most unlortunately have com-
mitted thems=elves to vote lor receiving these
incendiary petitions, tell us that whenever
the attempt <hall be made w abolish slave-
ry, they will join with us 1o repel i |
doubit not the sineerity of their deelaration.,
We all have a conmnon intere<t, aud they
cannnt betray ours without betraying, ot the
same time time, theirown. Dot T announee
to them ahat they are now called on 1o re-
deem their pledac. e atlemat iy xow
naleinge. "The work s going on daily antl
hourly. The war is wawed, not only i the
most danzerons manner, but in e only
manner it ean be wameal, Do they expect
that the abolitionists will resort 1o armes, and
cotmmmenee i erusade 1o iberate our shaves
by foree 1 Is that what they mean when
they speak of the atempt 1o aboli<h shive-
ry P OIF so, det e aell onr fricwds of 1he
Sonth who difler froan us, that the war whicl
the abalitionisis wy sainst ws is of 0 very
ditTerent eharae andl G more efleetive.,
tisa war of religions and poliieal fanani-

cisty, mingled on the part of the leaders

all furtlier discussion on the

with ambition and the love of uotorietyy aud

ive or rejecty, and they  wonhil,

s shondd be converted into a hody of
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wagzed, not aga
acters . The ol F linable and debinse
us in our own cs fion, and thidu ol 1he
world in generials 1o blust our reputation,
whilethey overthrow ocr domestie instiru-
tions.  I'lisdstheymode in whichthey are
attempting abolitiongwith suel umple ntenns
andd natiring indugtey 3 and wow is he tine
Tor all who neeopposéd 10 thent 1o meer tie
attnek. dlow can it be suceesslully met !
This is ‘the tmponant. question, T here is
but one way §owe must meet the eneniv on
the frontier, on the question of receiving ;
we st seenve that imporant pass—it is
ourThermopylae The powed of resistanen
by a universal law of nature, ision the ex-
terior.  Break through the shell, penetrate
the crust; and there is no resizianee within.
In the present contest, the guestion on re-
ceiving constitutes .our Lontier, 10 is the
lirst, the exterior question, that con amd
proteets all the wthers.. Letit be penetrsed
by teeciving this petition, awl not a poiin
@l resistance eau be foumnl within, as i s
thi-, Govermment is concerned, 1 woe ean-
not maintain ourselves there, we cannot on
any interior position. - OF all (he questions
that can be raized,there is notone on which
we ean rally on gronndl more tenable for
onrselves, orore dutenable tor o oppo
nent=, not oxeepting the ultimate question
ol abalitian in 1l = or one risht
1o roject this petittion is o trmth as elear
and unguestionable as tha Cone
right 1o abolich ,‘-]-'I\'l'l'\' ST s
the e,
|\'||l:|l\' on the gesth
are the adyangaaes1l

=5 lisis o

Lkina our
P now Liclore
tweol the
Liolitionisis
e were we to surreinder than o=
portand position by reeciving this perition,
What niotives have we for making <o geem
a saerifice ' Whatlvant: ges can we Lope
n rhiat would jusiity us!

we toll of the grest advantage of o
strong maoritve 1 oackhnowledise 11 in a
good - emise, owld on sound prineiples, |
teol in the present instance how muach ear
canse would Le strengthened by a sireng
and decided majority for the rej uf’
these incendinry petitions. 1any thing we
could do here could sivvest the progress of
the abeliticuists, it would be such a rejee-
tion. Putas advantageous as would be a
strong wigority en sound priceiples, iris in
the snme degree dangercus, when en the
epposite—whien it rests enimpreper con
cessio s, and the swrvender of priveiples,
which voeuld be the ease at present. Sach
; titi=t i this insiatee be pae-
U by eonvessions to the abolitivui-ts,
i o surrender, onoour pavt, that wenld
aemolish ail vur outworks, zive up all om
strong positions, aud open all the passes 1o
the free sdmission ol our enemics. T s
only on ihis condition that we ezn hope 1o
abtiaim such o ity—a manjority which
must be g sether from ol sides,
il cniertaining every 1y of opigion.
To rally sueh a mnjority, the Senator from
PenusyIvania has fallen on the deviee 1o
veecive this petition. and wiediately re
Jeet it withont consideration or retlednion
To my mind the movement looks like a
trich—a mere pieee cUanifice to jugele and
drecive. 1 ointend s disrespeet o the
Senator. | odiubl pot his intentions e
ol ot behieve his feelings are with ns
it 3 must say that the conrse e g ing-
mated is, inomy opinien, e worst prosail L
for the staveholding =ties. 1 <irrenders
o théeabaiit

- Lopmives votbing i
tirn, iliatt w W the 1 advomtage
1o n=. Lol oviiy fur the course 1o
e ates be cver 2o strongs, ean the Sepptor
hope that it will make any impresion o
Pl ditieni=t= ! Can e evin hope of
ehitaisiug bis position of rejecting their
petiions withonr  cons
them ! Doeddie not see that, in
grisdiction by recciving
gives an implicd pledee 1o cogoire, 1o de-
dberate, i deviae on them ! Experienee
will teach him thar we mast cither refuse
to recave, or go theoghe 1 entively co -
cur with the Senator from Vermont, My,
Prentiss, on that point. "Uhere is no middle
ground that is tenable, and, least of all, that
proposell 1o be oceupicd by the Senator
from Pennsylvamia, and those who net with
him.  In the mcan time, the comse he pro-
poses is ealenlated to lull the people of the
sliveholding Hlateseinto a false seeurity,
under . the delusive impression which it is
caleulated to make, that there is more nni-
verzal strength here against the abolitionists
than real dues exist. =

But we are told that the vight of petition
i popular in the North, and that to make
an issue, however woe, which might bring
it in question, woulkd weaken our fricnds
and steenethen the abolitionists. 1 have no
doubt ol the Kind feelings of our brethren
from the Noeth, on this loor; huat | clearly
see that, white we bhave theie feelings in
aur favoer, their constituents, right or wreng,
will have their voies, however we miay be
aflfeeted. Buat I assure our friends thit we
wonbld not do any thinge, willingly, which
woukd weaken them at home : and, i we
could ke atssured that, by yieliing to their
wislies the right of receiving petitions, they
would'be able to arrest. permanently, the
progress ¢l the aholitionists, we hit then
e mduced o yvield; ot nothing
ihe certainty of permanent seeurity
diee us o yield anoineb, B
v cighits mise i eise the abiolitionists,
be it so. I wonld @t no period make the
least sierifice of prineiple for iny tempora-
vy advantige, and mmeeh less ar e prescit.
IV there niust Be an issie, now is var time.
We never ean be maore united or hetter pre-
pived Tor the stroegle: ad 1, for one,
would much rather meet the danger uow,
than to twrn it over to those who are to
come after us.

But putting these views aside, it does
seem to ane, taking o zeneral view of the
subject, that the conrse intimated by the
Senitor  from Pennsylvania is radically
wrong, ad must end in disappointment,
The attempt o unite all, wust, as it usually
does, termnnate indivision il distenetion.
It will divide the South on the question of
receiving, amd the North on that of rejec-
tion, with n mutual weakening of both. |
aleeady see indications of division nmong
Novthern gontlemen on this floor, even in
this stiaze of the guestion. A division n-
mon; them would give a great impulse to
the eanse of abolition.  Whatever position
the parcties anay take, in the event of such
division, one or the pthe s would be consider-
et more or less favornble 1o the abolition
eanse, which conld not fail 1o run it into
the poiitical struggles of the two grent pa -
tics of the North. With these views 1 hold

ry

thut the only possibie hope of arresting.the

owill end in division g diznsen

' T 0 that Ganfp
13 (o keep the twg preat pritiestl enc i #
net theny, whceh vould Lein g ossibile iy
they divi here. "The comse mtimated
Ly the ator frem Pennsyivinia will of-
foet a davision herve, aud, justead of vatitingg
the Norvtly and therehy aviesting the pre-
s of thie, b it

flenisis, ne b

fLdyC nteh,

and
i pivagg therchy a meie poveriol inignlse
to ticir cunse. 1 onst say, Féfae 1 elose
my venmirks in this comnexion, that e
members fram the Novth, it s®ms to na,
are not duly sensible of the deep interest
which they bave in this question, not enly
as aliveting the Unions Lat as it velates -
medintely and divectly to their partionlar
seetion.  As great as may Le our interests,
theirs is notless. I the tide continues 10
roll ml'il:aﬁp i waves of (elly and Gnati-
cismn, it st in the el prosteate in the
North all the fn<titutions thin nphokd their
peace il prospevity, and ultimately overs
whelm all that is eminent, moraily ‘and in-
tellectualiy.

I have now concluded what T intended
1o suy on the question inonncdiately before
the Senate. 10 1 have spoken earnestly,
it is beeause 1 feel the subijeet 1o be one of
the decepestinterost. We are alient to tuko
the st step s that st centrol @) oup sub-
seiient movements. Uit shoulidl be suchy,
as 1 feare it will, if we receive this petiticon,
amd establish the principle that we are
oblized to receive ulll huch petitions: if we - T
shall deternine 1o tnke pennenent jurisdie-
tion over the subyect of ahelition, whenever
amil in whatever manner the aholitionsts
may K, cither heee or in the States, 1
fear thist the consequence will he ultimate-
Iy disa=trous.  Sueh a course would destroy
the contlidence of the People of the slave-
holding States in this Government. We
love and cherish the Unien : we remember
with the Kindeat feclings our conimon oy in,
with pride onr conunen lievenients, and
feudly antivipaie the ecmmen greatnesy -
el ghory that seom 1o await sz hine origin, -
achivvements, aud anticipation of cumin
greatiess e o ud nothing, cotparad t
this question. 1t is to us & vil question,

It involves, not ouly our liberty, hut, what
is preater. (Mo frecmen any thing ean I..-,)
expstence itsell. The relatien which now
extsts between the two vaees in the slive-
holding States has existed for two centu-
Fies. 1t lias grown with our growth, and
strengthened with cue strewgeth,. 1y s -
iered nto andd modiied all oue inmifulimm‘
civiland politieal.  Nene otlier ean he s1ily-
stituted.  We will sor, eannot permit it 1o
be duestroyed. 1T we were hase cuongh to
do 2o, we wonld be traitors 10 our seeti i,
1o ourselves, o Gunilics, aud to Josterity,
Iis our anvicos desive 1o protect and pre-
serve this relation by thie joint aetion of 1he
Government and e ulederated States
ol the Lnions bt ifl instead of eloving the
door: if, instead of denying all jurisdivtion
aned all derference in this gqueatiun, 1)
doors of Congiess are to be thrown upt-£
s i we are to be exposed here, in the
hicart of the Union, to o cndless attieek on
et vighits, owre cliracter, and our instim-
tions s i the other States are to stand and
look on without attempting (o suppress
eoatthekss originating within their hor-
deras s oty i ks iy be our ixed
s permrn! cenditten, ooomembieors of
Lt Contederaes o we witl then e Connpel-
ed to e one eyes on ourselve:. Come
what will, should it cont wcory deoge of
iloed, and « ceeni ol property, we st = '~
defend owrselves; aud, o compeiled, we
wounhl stamd justificd by 2!l laws, hwman

sl iy e,

WL el alarmn, it is not foronreelves, hut
tor thee Uiion s thie institariens of the conn-
tyyto vwiich | lave beendeveredly anachied
bowever ealummniated and  slandersd. e
bave ande greater sacrifices 10 maintaia
tieny, and none is wore anxions to perpetn-
ate them 1o ihe Biest genermtinn s b they
can il onsht to be perpetuaied only on tho
condition that they follil the grear ohjeet for
which they were created—the liberty and
protection  of  these States, §

As fir onrselves, T feel noapprehension,

I Linow o the tillest extenn the n ritnedo

ol the danger that surronds o<, 1 am not
disposed o vnderestimare it My eolleaouo

bas paioned i truly.  But, as :_'.I'I'JI! s tho

danger, we have nothine o fear i true o
owrselves. We have many and grem re-

sourees s o numerons, intellioent and brava
pepulation:  ereat ad  valuable staples ;
wniple fiseal means<: unity of feelings amd
interest, and an entire excmption from thoss
dimgzers originating in conflicl hetween labor
aml eapitaly which ar thi< time threatens so
mueh danger o constitutional Governmenta.
To these way be added thar we would act
ander an inperions necessity, There wonld
be 1o us but one altenmtive—to teinmph or
pervishas a peoples We would stand alone,
compelied o detend Hite, eharacter, and in-
stitntions. A necessity so stern ad imipe-
rious would develope to the (ull, all 1he ureat
qualitics ol our natere, mental ad moral,
reguisite for detence—intellisence, fortinule,
courmze, and paviotisin 3 aml these, with oue
anmtple meansand o irnble materials for
the construction ofdurable free States, woulib
insure security, liberty and renown,

Withihese impressions, Eask neither sym-
pathy  nor compas<ion tor the e‘-r:l\'vllul-lin:
Stes. Woe cantake eare ol onrselves. It
is ot wey b the Union whieh i=in danoger.
Leis thar which demands our care—lemainls
that the ngitntion of the question eense here—
that you s<ha'l relisse o receive these petis
tioms, and decline all jurisdiction over the
Jeer of abolition, in every form and <hay
Tisondy on these ternes thae the Union ey
be safes W e cannot remiain here ml-
loss strneale in defionee o oar charneter, our
projueriy, nud instintions,

"

k

I <ballin conelu<ion, make a few remarks
ns 1o the course | shall feelmy self com-
pelled 1o pursue shonlil the Senare, by re-
ceiving this pedition, determine 1o entertain
Jurisdiction over the gquestion of abolition. i
Thinking as I do, I ean perform no act that
woulill conntenane ANECTOUS I =S -
tiong and, as a participation in the siuhse-
quent procecdings on this petition, shonld %
it lrllii:rlumllvl_\.‘ be received, might be <o
construed, in thar cvent I oshall feel iy
=elt canstrained to deeline sueh partieipation,

HOTI I TH ver the respousibility wholly on
those who may nssime it.
ol | it e it S

The Surplus Revenoe has incronsed, isin-
ereasing and nsost be diminished, Phe - L,
wonunt of public woneys in the Deposite ‘
Bunks by the retarnro (or neavest 1) the ls |
of Mareh, L inerensed o Thirty tivee Mils ]
lien Seven Hundved sl Fifty™ ‘Chousaml

Dollars '—Nawt. Lrtclligence.



